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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The Applicant's amendment, filed 20 June 2007, has been received, entered into 
the record, respectfully and fully considered. 

2. As a result of the amendment, claims 1-72 have been amended. Claims 1-72 
are now presented for examination. 

3. Any objections are not repeated below are withdrawn due to Applicant's 
amendments. 



Claim Rejections - 35 use § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such lull, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

As per claims 1, 2, 3, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53 and 54 the 
Applicant added new claim limitations "first external device", "second external device", 
"first device identification Information" and "second device identification information". 
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The Examiner carefully and respectfully reviewed the Applicant's original disclosure and 
cannot find support there are two different external devices and two different 
Information. The original disclosure merely discloses two steps to obtaining external 
device Identification Information. 

As per claims 4, 6, 28, 30 and 52 the Applicant added new claim limitation "a 
second combination of the device identification Information". The original disclosure has 
no support on a second combination of the device identification information. 

As per claim 5, "at least one of the device identification..." is being added. The 
original disclosure has no support on this claim limitation. 

As per claims 49-72, "A program recorded on a computer readable medium. . . " is 
being recited. The examiner carefully and respectfully reviewed the original disclosure 
and cannot find any support in the original disclosure in disclosing program "recorded 
on a computer readable medium". 

The Applicant Is required to point out where these amended claim limitations are 
In the original disclosure and please note no new matter should be added in the 
original disclosure in addressing this claim rejection. 

Any claim not specifically addressed, above, is being rejected as incorporating 
the deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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7. Claims 1-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragrapli, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1-72 are rejected under the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
because the instant claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with 
current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

There are 1 12 second problem in all the claims 1-72, given an example in claim 1 
"a module for associating the function limit with the device identification information of a 
prescribed external device to obtain a cryptographic key" is recited. However, there are 
two external devices are being recited in the claim. Then, which "the device 
identification of a prescribed external device" is being referring to? 

The Applicant is advised to correct all the 1 12 2"** problems in claims 1-72. The 
Applicant is respectfully reminded that please do not add new matter while correcting 
112 2"" problems in claims 1-72. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

9. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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In claims 1 - 24, an "electric apparatus" is being recited; however, it appears that 
the apparatus would reasonably be interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as 
software, per se. All claim limitations such as function limiting module, an interface, a 
determining modules and etc. are all software. Although the claims recite "a memory for 
storing... cryptographic key", memory can be reasonably interpreted as database, data 
structure or any software components capable of holding data. As such, it believes that 
the system of claims 1-24 are reasonably interpreted as functional descriptive material, 
per se. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in virfiich the invention was made. 

1 1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobvlousness. 

12. Claims 1-3, 5, 7-9, 11, 13-15, 17, 19-21, 23. 25-27, 29. 31-33, 35, 37-39, 41, 43- 
45, 47, 49-51, 53, 55-57, 59, 61-63, 65, 67-69 and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Applicant's admitted prior art (Japanese Patent 
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Application laid open No. HEM 0-49493. Below rejection is based on English translation 
of the Japanese application provided by JPO) in view of Harada et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
7,093,300) 

As per claims 1 and 25, Admitted Prior Art '49493 discloses a 
method/equipment for preventing the unauthorized use of electric equipment including 
an interface to connect an external device thereto, comprising: 

"...a computer and peripheral devices are provided with nonvolatile memories, 
respectively, for registering identification numbers. When one peripheral device is 
connected to the computer, the computer obtains a registration number from the 
connected peripheral device, and determines whether or not the registration number 
matches that of the computer. The computer allows a user the use of the peripheral 
device only when the two numbers match" (See Applicant's specification page 2, line 23 
- page 3, line 2) 

a first device identification information obtaining step for 
obtaining device identification information from an external device connected 
via the interface to the electric equipment to identify the device (See Applicant's 
specification page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 2 and Admitted Prior Art '49493, par. [0005]); 

a second device identification information obtaining step for 
obtaining device identification information from an external device connected 
via the interface to the electric equipment to identify the device (See Applicant's 
specification page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 2 and Admitted Prior Art '49493, par. 
[0005]); 
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a determining step for determining whetlier or not the device identification 
information obtained at the second device identification information obtaining 
step matches the device identification information of the cryptographic l<ey 

stored in the memory (See Applicant's specification page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 2 

and Admitted Prior Art '49493, par. [0005], [007]-[0008]); 

Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 doe not expressly disclose: 

> a function limiting step for setting a function limit to the electric equipment so that 
at least part of functions of the electric equipment becomes unavailable, 

> a step for associating the/each function limit with the device identification 
information obtained at the first device identification information obtaining step to 
thereby obtain a cryptographic key 

> a step for storing the cryptographic key in a memory 

> a limit canceling step for canceling the function limit set at the function limiting 
step when it is determined at the determining step that the information obtained 
at the second device identification information obtaining step matches the 
cryptographic key 

Harada et al. discloses a function limiting step for setting a function limit to the 
electric equipment so that at least part of functions of the electric equipment becomes 
unavailable ("inoperable state setting means, in response to an output of the theft 
judging means, for, when the apparatus is judged as having been exposed to theft. 
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putting ihe electronic apparatus into an inoperable state against theft in which a 
predetermined operation of a controlled circuit is disabled" - e.g. col. 2, lines 25-29); a 
step for associating the/each function limit with the device identification information 
obtained at the first device identification information obtaining step to thereby obtain a 
cryptographic key ("To cancel such an inoperabfe state against theft of the controlled 
circuit of the electronic apparatus, the individual code A22 individually assigned to the 
electronic apparatus and stored in the individual code memory M22 is used. The 
individual code A22 is calculated in accordance with a predetermined first relationship, 
so that the output code A221 is obtained. With regard to this first relationship: (a) the 
value of the output code A221 may be the same as that of the individual code A22; (b) 
the individual code A22 may be subjected to calculation in accordance with a 
predetermined equation to obtain an output code A221 having a different value from 
that of the individual code A22; or (c) an output code A221 having a different value frorri 
that of the individual code A22 may be obtained in accordance with a preset table or the 
like. The output code A221 obtained in this way is output from the output means 
embodied by indication means or the like" - e.g. col. 2, line 61 - col. 3, line 10. Please 
note output code A221 corresponds to Applicant's cryptographic key); a step for storing 
the cryptographic key in a memory ("a nonvolatile individual code memory M22 for 
storing an individual code A22 individually assigned to the electronic apparatus" - e.g. 
col. 2, lines 30-32. Please note an individual code A22 corresponds to Applicant's 
cryptographic key); a limit canceling step for canceling the function limit set at the 
function limiting step when it is determined at the determining step that the information 
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obtained at the second device identification information obtaining step matches the 
cryptographic key ("and inoperable state canceling means for, when it Is judged by the 
Individual code relationship judging means that the individual judgment code B2 and the 
Individual code A22 have the predetermined second relationship, canceling the 
Inoperable state against theft of the controlled circuit" - e.g. col. 2, lines 38 - 43). 

Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada et al. are analogous art since 
they are from the same field of theft prevention of electronic apparatus. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill In the art to Incorporate 
Harada et al.'s disclosed characters of method/system into Applicant's admitted prior art 
•49493. 

The motivation of doing so would have been "to provide an electronic 
apparatus/method of canceling the Inoperable state:.. caused to prevent theft, can be 
canceled at minimal effort and cost", as taught by Harada et al. (col. 2, lines 5-21 ) 

As per claims 7 and 31, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior art 
'49493 and Harada et al. disclose a method/electric equipment as applied above in 
claims 1 and 25. Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 further discloses comprising for 
having the external device store information that uniquely identifies the external device 
as the device identification information after the first device Identification information 
obtaining step when the external device connected to the electric equipment at 
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the first device identification information obtaining step is capable of storing information 
(Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 - e.g. par. [0006]). 

As per claims 13 and 37, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior 
art '49493 and Harada et al. disclose a method/electric equipment as applied above in 
claims 1 and 25. Harada et al. further discloses resetting the function limit when a 
prescribed period of time has passed after the determining (Harada et al. - e.g. col. 1 1 , 
lines 5-25). 

As per claims 19 and 43, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior 
art '49493 and Harada et al. disclose a method/electric equipment as applied above in 
claims 1 and 25. Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 - Harada et al. further discloses 
for having the external device store information that uniquely identifies the external 
device as the device identification information after the first device identification 
information obtaining step when the external device connected to the electric equipment 
at the first device identification information obtaining step is capable of 
storing information (Applicant's admitted prior art '49493- e.g. par. [0006]); and a step 
for resetting the function limit when a prescribed period of time has passed after the 
determining (Harada et al. - e.g. col. 11, lines 5-25). 

As per claims 2-3, 5 and 26-27, 29 they are rejected using the same rationale as 
rejecting claims 1 and 25 above. 
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As per claims 8-9, 11 and 32-33, 35, they are rejected using the same rationale 
as rejecting claims 7 and 31 above. 

As per claims 14-15, 17 and 38-39, 41 they are rejected using the same 
rationale as rejecting claims 13 and 37 above. 

As per claims 20-21, 23 and 44-45, 47 they are rejected using the same 
rationale as rejecting claims 19 and 43 above. 

As per claims 49-51, 53, 55-57, 59, 61-63, 65, 67-69 and 71, the combined 
teachings of Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada et al. disclose the claimed 
method of steps as applied above in claims 25-27, 29, 31-33, 35, 37-39, 41, 43-45 and 
47. Therefore, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and 
Harada et al. disclose the claimed program built into the electric equipment for carrying 
out the method of steps. 

13. Claims 4, 6, 10, 12. 16, 18, 22, 24, 28, 30, 34, 36, 40, 42, 46, 48, 52, 54, 58. 60, 
64, 66, 70 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Admitted Prior Art '49493- Harada et al. as applied to claims 1 and 25 above, and 
further in view of Bajikar (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0194500). 

As per claims 4 and 28, Admitted Prior Art '49493 discloses a 
method/equipment for preventing the unauthorized use of electric equipment including 
an interface to connect an external device thereto, comprising: 
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"...a computer and peripheral devices are provided with nonvolatile memories, 
respectively, for registering identification numbers. When one peripheral device is 
connected to the computer, the computer obtains a registration number from the 
connected peripheral device, and determines whether or not the registration number 
matches that of the computer. "Pie computer allows a user the use of the peripheral 
device only when the two numbers match" (See Applicant's specification page 2, line 23 
- page 3, line 2) 

a first device identification information obtaining step for 
obtaining device identification information from an external device connected 
via one of the interfaces to the electric equipment to identify the device (See Applicant's 
specification page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 2 and Admitted Prior Art '49493, par. [0005] 
and drawing 1); 

a second device identification information obtaining step for 
obtaining device identification information from an external device connected 
via one of the interfaces to the electric equipment to identify the device (See 
Applicant's specification page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 2 and Admitted Prior Art '49493, 
par. [0005] and drawing 2); 

Applicant's admitted prior art *49493 does not expressly disclose: 

> a function limiting step for setting a function limit to the electric equipment so that 
at least part of functions of the electric equipment becomes unavailable, 

> a first connection route information generating step for generating first connection 
route information indicating which interface is used to connect the external device 



» 
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to the electric equipment at the first device identification information obtaining 
step 

> a step for associating the/each function limit with a combination of presaibed 
device identification information and relevant connection route information to 
thereby obtain a cryptographic key 

> a step for storing the cryptographic key in a memory 

> a second connection route information generating step for generating second 
connection route information indicating which interface is used to connect the 
external device to the electric equipment at the second device identification 
information obtaining step 

> a determining step for determining whether or not a combination of the device 
identification information obtained at the second device identification information 
obtaining step and the second connection route information matches the 
cryptographic key stored in the memory 

> a limit canceling step for canceling the function limit set at the function limiting 
step when it is determined at the determining step that the combination of the 
obtained information and connection route information matches the cryptographic 
key 

Harada et al. discloses a function limiting step for setting a function limit to the 
electric equipment so that at least part of functions of the electric equiprnent becomes 
unavailable ("inoperable state setting means, in response to an output of the theft 
judging means, for, when the apparatus is judged as having been exposed to theft. 
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putting the electronic apparatus into an inoperable state against theft in which a 
predetermined operation of a controlled circuit is disabled" - e.g. col. 2, lines 25-29); a 
step for associating the/each function limit with the device identification information 
obtained at the first device identification information obtaining step to thereby obtain a 
cryptographic key ("To cancel such an inoperable state against theft of the controlled 
circuit of the electronic apparatus, the individual code A22 individually assigned to the 
electronic apparatus and stored in the individual code memory M22 is used. The 
individual code A22 is calculated in accordance with a predetermined first relationship, 
so that the output code A221 is obtained. With regard to this first relationship: (a) the 
value of the output code A221 may be the same as that of the individual code A22; (b) 
the individual code A22 may be subjected to calculation in accordance with a 
predetermined equation to obtain an output code A221 having a different value from 
that of the individual code A22; or (c) an output code A221 having a different value from 
that of the individual code A22 may be obtained in accordance with a preset table or the 
like. The output code A221 obtained in this way is output from the output means 
embodied by Indication means or the like" - e.g. col. 2, line 61 - col. 3, line 10. Please 
note output code A221 corresponds to Applicant's cryptographic key); a step for storing 
the cryptographic key in a memory ("a nonvolatile individual code memory M22 for 
storing an individual code A22 individually assigned to the electronic apparatus" - e.g. 
col. 2, lines 30-32. Please note an individual code A22 corresponds to Applicant's 
cryptographic key); a determining step for determining whether or not the device 
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identification information obtained at the second device identification information 
obtaining step matches the device identification information of the cryptographic l<ey 
stored in the memory ("individual code relationship judging means forjudging whether 
the individual judgment code B2 input by the input means and the individual code A22 
have a predetermined second relationship" - e.g. col. 2, lines 35-38); a limit canceling 
step for canceling the function limit set at the function limiting step when it is determined 
at the determining step that the information obtained at the second device identification 
information obtaining step matches the cryptographic key ("and inoperable state 
canceling means for, when it is judged by the individual code relationship judging 
means that the individual judgment code B2 and the individual code A22 have the 
predetermined second relationship, canceling the inoperable state against theft of the 
controlled circuit" - e.g. col. 2, lines 38 - 43). 

Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada et al. are analogous art since 
they are from the same field of theft prevention of electronic apparatus. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
Harada et al.'s disclosed characters of method/system into Applicant's admitted prior art 
'49493. , 

The motivation of doing so would have been "to provide an electronic 
apparatus/method of canceling the inoperable state... caused to prevent theft, can be 
canceled at minimal effort and cost", as taught by Harada et al. (col. 2, lines 5-21) 
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The combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada et 
al. do not expressly disclose: 

> a first connection route information generating step for generating first connection 
route information indicating which interface is used to connect the external device 
to the electric equipment at the first device identification information obtaining 
step 

> a second connection route information generating step for generating second 
connection route information indicating which interface is used to connect the 
external device to the electric equipment at the second device identification 
information obtaining step 

> combination of the obtained information and connection route information 

Bajikar discloses a first connection route information generating step for 
generating first connection route information indicating which interface is used to 
connect the external device to the electric equipment at the first device identification 
information obtaining step and a second connection route information generating 
step for generating second connection route information indicating which interface is 
used to connect the external device to the electric equipment at the second device 
identification information obtaining step and combination of the obtained information 
and connection route information (e.g. abstract, claims 1, 2 and 4. Please note 
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Bajikar's a plurality of Bluetooth Access Points corresponds to Applicant's multiple 
interfaces) 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
Bajikar's disclosed characters of method/system into Applicant's admitted prior art 
'49493 - Harada et al. 

The motivation of doing so would have been to provide "a new type of asset 
security and wireless tracking system for electronic devices such as portable 
computers... to provide access control, tracking and security services of varying 
complexity without any additional hardware overheads", as taught by Bajikar par. 
[0007]. 

As per claims 10 and 34, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior 
art '49493 - Harada et al. - Bajikar disclose a method/electric equipment as applied 
above in claims 4 and 28. Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 further discloses 
comprising for having the external device store information that uniquely identifies the 
external device as the device identification information after the first device identification 
information obtaining step when the external device connected to the electric equipment 
at the first device identification information obtaining step is capable of storing 
information (Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 - e.g. par. [0006]). 

As per claims 16 and 40, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior 
art '49493 - Harada et al. - Bajikar disclose a method/electric equipment as applied 
above in claims 4 and 28. Harada et al. further discloses resetting the function limit 
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when a prescribed period of time has passed after the determining (Harada et al. - e.g. 
col. 11, lines 5-25). 

As per claims 22 and 46, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior 
art '49493 - Harada et al. - Bajikar disclose a method/electric equipment as applied 
above in claims 4 and 28. Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 - Harada et al. further 
discloses for having the external device store information that uniquely identifies the 
external device as the device identification information after the first device identification 
information obtaining step when the external device connected to the electric equipment 
at the first device identification information obtaining step is capable of 
storing information (Applicant's admitted prior art '49493- e.g. par. [0006]); and a step 
for resetting the function limit when a prescribed period of time has passed after the 
determining (Harada et al. - e.g. col. 11, lines 5-25). 

As per claims 6 and 30, they are rejected using the same rationale as rejecting 
claims 4 and 28 above. 

As per claims 12 and 36, they are rejected using the same rationale as rejecting 
claims 1 0 and 34 above. 

As per claims 18 and 42, they are rejected using the same rationale as rejecting 
claims 16 and 40 above. 

As per claims 24 and 48, they are rejected using the same rationale as rejecting 
claims 22 and 46 above. 
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As per claims 52, 54, 58, 60, 64, 66, 70 and 72, the combined teachings of 
Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada et al. and Bajil<ar disclose the claimed 
method of steps as applied above in claims 28, 30, 34, 36, 40, 42, 46 and 48. 
Therefore, the combined teachings of Applicant's admitted prior art '49493 and Harada 
and Bajikar et al. disclose the claimed program built into the electric equipment for 
carrying out the method of steps. 

Response to Arguments 

1 4. Applicant's arguments filed on 20 June 2007 have been respectfully and fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

1 5. The Applicant's essential arguments are summarized as below: 

> The Applicant argues on pages 49-52 "The Examiner cites the assigning of the 
code A22 in Harada for teaching a module for associating the function limit... of a 
prescribed external device to obtain a cryptographic key... Claim 1 recites setting 
a function limit to the electric apparatus... obtaining a device identification from an 
external device... Therefore, Harada fails to teach or suggest that the 
"identification code A2Z is from an external device as recited in claim 1", the 
examiner respectfully disagrees. 

First, according to the original record of rejection, the examiner did not cite 
Harada to disclose "obtaining a device identification from an external device 
The examiner clearly rejected this claim limitation by citing Applicant's Admitted Prior 
Art '49493, par. [0005] and Applicant's specification on page 2, line 23 - page 3, line 
2. Therefore, the Applicant is respectfully reminded that one cannot show 
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nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combination of references. See In re Keller, 642 F. 2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F. 2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Second, Harada does disclose the "function limit is of the electronic 
apparatus" by disclosing "In the event that an electronic apparatus having a 
security function is forcibly put into an inoperable state..." - e.g. abstract and 
"inoperable state setting means, in response to an output of the theft judging means, 
for, when the apparatus is judged as having been exposed to theft, putting the 
electronic apparatus into an inoperable state against theft in which a 
predetermined operation of a controlled circuit is disabled" - e.g. col. 2, lines 25-29. 

Third, according to the original record of rejection, unlike the Applicant's 
argument on page 50 of "the Examiner asserts that the identification code A22 
correspond to recited "device identification", the examiner did not assert such 
statement at all. Instead, the examiner asserts that "an individual A22 corresponds 
to Applicant's cryptographic key" on page 8 of the original record of rejection. 

Fourth, Harada does teach "associating the function limit with the device 
identification information of ... external device..." by disclosing "...the inoperable state 
can be canceled by using a code notified by the dealer by telephone, witliout 
carrying the electronic apparatus in its dealer... and its TOC information is used 
as a judgmental identification code CI ..." - e.g. abstract. 
> The Applicant argues Bajikar fails to teach or suggest "a module for generating 
connection route information indicating which interface... and the Bajikar does 
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not teach nor the Examiner provide any real reasoning... teach a determining 
module..." on pages 53-55 of the remark, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 

First, according to the original record of rejection, the examiner cited 
Harada to disclose "a determining module..." The examiner clearly rejected this 
claim limitation by citing "individual code relationship judging means forjudging 
whether the individual judgment code B2 input by the input means and the 
individual code A22 have a predetermined second relationship" - e.g. col. 2, lines 
35-38. Therefore, the Applicant is respectfully reminded that one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are 
based on combination of references. See In re Keller, 642 F. 2d 413, 208 USPQ 
871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F. 2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

Second, Bajikar discloses "a module for generating connection route 
information Indicating which interface..." by disclosing "...wherein said security 
server obtains attribute information of said secured device, including an unique 
device identification and a last known location of said secured device... and sends 
location information of a designated BTAP...to said secured device, via said 
designated BTAP (e.g. abstract, claims 1, 2 and 4. Please note Bajikar's a plurality 
of Bluetooth Access Points corresponds to Applicant's multiple interfaces) and 
further such claim limitations are common knowledge in the art having no patentable 
feature at all and it only produce predictable results. 
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> Regarding Applicant's argument on dependent claims being allowable due to 
dependency on pages 50-55 of the remark. However, because the arguments 
for the independent claims are traversed, the dependent claims are also not 
allowable. 

Conclusion 

16. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning tfiis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to April Y. Shan whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1014. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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